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Mr. Joe Schieffelin, Unit Leader

Hazardous Waste Control Program

Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment
4300 Cherry Creek Drive South .

Denver, Colorado 80222-1530

Dear Mr. Schieffelin:

On March 15, 1994, we submirtted to your office, Technical Memorandum 1 (TM1) pertaining
to Operable Unit (OU) No. 9. Your office approved TM1 on April 11, 1994, but requested that
active tanks not included in RCRA units be included in the proposed investigations. These
tanks include: (1) T-8 in Building 728; (2) T-9 in Building 730; and (3) T-11 & T-30 in
Building 731. -

We have reviewed the history and current uses of these tanks. We have determined that tanks in
OU 9 were included in the RCRA Part A application (enclosed) dated November 1980 as part of
the Original Process Waste Lines. All of the active tanks listed above received process wastes
as designated in the Part A application. Currently, non-hazardous wastes from the plenum
deluge retention system are received by those tanks. There are no plans to seek a Part B Permit

SCHUBERT, A.L. Pl R - - -
;CHWARTZ‘ T3 for T-8, T-9, T-11 or T-30.
SETLOCK, G.H. . ' . .
STIGER. S.G. We have determined that the T-11 and T-30 tanks listed in the Interagency Agreement
ZOBIN,P.M. ‘Agreement) are in fact not the active tanks in the 731 building and that the T-30 tank is part of
.foom—r;ElSMGM. ‘he 731 building. The active tanks are free standing tanks that support the vital safety system
ALSON, J.M. and are used for temporary storage of plenum deluge water (non-hazardous). Therefore, we will
Petcrman. B- orepare a plan for investigation of the T-11 and T-30 tanks and submit this plan to Colorado
7 1 Department of Public Health and Environment (CDPHE) for approval as an OU 9 TM1
Cowdty, C. P& spclosure. ,
TicKpol K. . ) ‘
” The T-8 and T-9 tanks also support the site’s vital safety system and are used for plenum deluge
:etention. These tanks may receive small quantities of water when the plenum deluge systemn is
seriodically tested. As support to the vital safety system, continued use of these tanks is
:ssential to support building operations. Removal of the T-8 tanks would significantly impact
he solution stabilization program. The T-9 tanks are adjacent to the T-10 tanks, which will be
nvestigated as part of the activities proposed in TM1. Both the T-9 and T-10 tanks are housed
/ n building 730.
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We believe that investigation of the T-8 and T-9 tanks while they are still active would be
wasteful of funds because of the potential for recontamination from continued use. We propose,
therefore, to modify the scope of work, pursuant to Part 32 of the Agreement. It is our
determination that this modification to the investigation work is necessary to accomplish the
objectives of this Agreement. Accordingly, we propose that the work plan for OU 9 also be
amended to reflect this modification. This modification of work will ultimately remove tanks T-
8 and T-9 from investigation as part of the OU 9 Work Plan. Therefore, we will defer the
investigation of the T-8 and T-9 tanks at this time while we prepare for and implement RCRA
closure. Operations Division will submit the closure plan during FY95. We will make every
effort to complete the closure expeditiously so as to not impact future OU9 milestones. Once

“the closure is complete the tanks will be removed from the scope of work under the Agreement

pursuant to Part 32.

We feel that the revisions made to the OU 9 TM1, which was submitted to the CDPHE on June
23, 1994, and the proposals made for the active tanks that are included in this letter adequately
address the issues raised in CDPHE's letter of April 11, 1994. Therefore, we assume that the
TM1 is fully approved and we are proceeding at this time to implement the investigations
proposed in TM1 and in this letter.

If you have any questions, please contact Regina Sarter of the Environmental Restoration staff
at 966-7252.

Sincerely,

22l /é/\—————
Steven W. Slaten
TIAG Project Coordinator
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cc w/o Enclosure:

M. Silverman, OOM, RFFO
L. Smith, OOM, RFFO

J. Roberson, AMER, RFFO
D. Ruscitto, AMOWM, RFFO
S. Olinger, AMESH, RFFO
F. Lockhart, ER, RFFO

B. Thatcher, ER, RFFO

S. Slaten, ER, RFFO -
R. Sarter, ER, RFFO

J. Burd, AEI, RFFO

T. McLeod, CR, RFFO

T. Howell, OCC, RFFO

F. Gerdeman, ESH, RFFO
G. Uetrecht, ESH, RFFO

J. Liefer, OWM, RFFO

M. Hestmark, EPA

S. Stiger,”EG&G

B. Peterman, EG&G

C. Cowdry, EG&G

K. Ticknor, EG&G




